origins and relationships scattered across the empire, but they had in common a political connection to the city of Rome. 4 Both regional and Roman connections in turn produced patronage obligations, adding a third set of connections to Pliny's world. Tifernum Tiberinum, where Pliny had inherited from his family substantial landholdings from his family, adopted him as patronus, and from there Pliny built up a considerable network of Umbrian social contacts (Ep. 4.1). 5 At Rome Pliny served as advocate for an embassy of
Baeticans seeking redress against a previous-and conveniently deceased-governor; according to Pliny they had sought him out because of his previous success in the law courts of Rome (Ep. 3.4) . Similarly his friend Statius Sabinus persuaded him to act as advocate for the people of Firmum Picenum (Ep. 6.18). Pliny's most extensive patronage, however, was confined to his hometown of Comum, where he built baths and a library, set up an alimentary program for the children of the town, and provided partial funding for the hire of a new teacher.
6
Through the publication and survival of his letters, Pliny's connections in Italy and the empire are exceptionally well-documented, but are they anomalous? Can other sets of regional connections be defined, and what determines their shape? How did these hypothetical regional networks-like the set of social and political bonds formed by Pliny and his correspondents-interact with other, larger networks?
Sources
Pliny's letters stand largely alone in the high empire, but they are not the only sources that can reconstruct the personal networks created by individuals through various forms Roncaglia ch. 12
Page 3 of 25 of interaction, like marriage, business, patronage, or amicitia. This article examines one category of these sources-inscriptions on stone or bronze-that (1) provides a fairly large sample size, (2) is fairly well represented across Roman Italy, and (3) provides some evidence of the kinds of regional connections that can be seen in Pliny's letters.
This is not to say that working with these inscriptions is unproblematic. The geographic and chronological distributions of inscriptions within Roman Italy are uneven.
Inscriptions from the Principate, particularly from the second century CE, are more numerous than those from the early Republican period or from Late Antiquity. 7 Similarly, some regions of Italy are epigraphically denser than others, and even within regions, epigraphic corpora tend to show an overrepresentation of freedmen, soldiers, and local elites. 8 There are also regional variations in epigraphic habits-such as more frequent commemoration of women and children in the old Venetic areas around Ateste-which complicate even these general assumptions about epigraphic biases.
9
Compensating for all documentary bias is beyond the scope of this project, but to allow for some standardization of bias the evidence has been limited to those inscriptions (largely funerary and honorific) that date to the period from the Late Republic through the Principate and that explicitly mention a connection to a place in Italy other than the site of the inscription, as in a dedication from Clusium, which commemorates a freedman from nearby Cortona: Tifernum, see Rosafio 1993 and Champlin 2001 , who describes this "significant web, both broad and thick, of social connections" as "Pliny's other country" (127).
